confidentiality oblige, when it concerns -as is often the case -genital or urinary disease. Coste successfully underlines that the writing of consilia can be linked with a poetic or literary approach: the medical expert writes the private history of a patient, as a worthy heir to Hippocrates; he selects words and suitable expressions according to the recipient (an esteemed fellow-member will always learn more than the patient to whom the physician directly answers) and he adds rhetorical effects to the description of the symptoms, which bring him to regard himself as a true author (and thus a rightful authority) adapting a poetic and/or scientific register according to the circumstances. He replaces the evocation of the suffering of the patient with an account, but not a tale, including narrative passages, making a report which is supposed to have an optimal scientific level. These complaints and confidences are summarised in 'écrits de la souffrance' (writings of suffering, the obvious title of the book), though can anyone really estimate the distortion caused by the editorial work of the 'man of Art' whose point of view is still from above?
In fact, many stereotypes of the history of medicine yield to Coste's meticulous work: Is the assistance provided to the patient often personalised according to his social status and environment? Can the search for a proof often readable in these consultations, which are not satisfied with simple conjectures -be only an effect of the selection process made before publication? Even if this corpus cannot provide valid conclusions for the whole practice, which is obvious, it makes it possible to redirect, partly, current research towards a much more flexible approach towards the therapeutic relationship. Coste uses the word 'interaction' to describe the anthropological relationship between doctor and patient, although the standards, the uses, the randomness and sometimes the unforeseeable events of the cure prohibited excessive formalism. Contrary to a global approach, and thus diminished, the book comprises many assets: the treatment of the manuscripts and the printed consultations allows in particular a quantitative approach of the diseases mentioned, the profile of the applicants or types of assumption of responsibility and even the thinking styles. On this point, the mode of justification used by the doctors is deeply explored -but truly, did it differ basically from that adopted in the classical scholarly treaties? -and the ordered treatments illustrate perfectly the early modern therapeutic universe with its frequent adaptation according to the requests of the patients themselves.
Scholars, however, may have liked to learn more of the scientific networks and the sociability of the physicians between them: What determined the choice of the correspondents? Was the role of the medical doctrines (Paris versus Montpellier, Galen versus Hippocrates, new nosologists versus others) a plausible factor? Were these collected letters then used as material intended to help some physicians during the writing of later medical treaties? If the book does not answer these questions, it nevertheless remains an important new reference and an excellent resource on the history of French medical practice, thanks to an effective bibliography, an appendix comprising twelve consilia and an extremely useful index for non-specialists. 'Think big' is a cliché you hear time and again in this globalised world: think big in order to succeed in your career, to become leadership quality or to save the world. Bashford's
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